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HEADQYARTERk EIGHTH ARMY ' 

’ • . Jnited ibtateS Army 
Office of the Staff Judge Advocate Q%jA) 

26 March 1948 

JIITED STATES OF .AMERICA VS MITC'JJIRO CAMAKOTO 
ReVieW of the Staff Judge Advocate 

■ The attached record of trial of Mitsujiro .Sakamoto at 
Yokohama, Japan from 23 October 1347 to 28 October 1347, by a 
lalitary, Cpixmi&sion. appointed by oaravrach 1, Special Orders T T o-, 
248, Eeadquartera'Eighth, Army, Jnited States Army, dated '22 October 
1347, having been referred- to the Staff Judge Advocate, this review 
'thereof is submitted to the' Commanding General. 

Personal Data Concerning Accused 




LaIM: Mitsujiro Sakamoto " 
,Gk: 33 

RESIDELCE:. Ehime Pref.l 
Matsuyama -Shi, ICuwa bara - 
, Machi, Auwabara 446 
1 a.Rj.TaL c'iaTJL : Married 
R'iSL.iTIVES : Life, two daugh¬ 
ters, aged 7, 'father, ; 
' mother, fonr; SrotHers', 

. isister ' 

sBJCAl 


DATE OF C0!‘FIT? TEST: 21 Dec 1945 
DATE OF A p RAIGI T KEI.'T: 23 Oct 1947 . 

PLACE OF TRIAL: Yokoharoa, Japan 
PERIOD OF TRIAL: 23 -to 28 Oct 1947 
DATE OF £ EFT1' CE: . 38 Oct 1947 
SEFTErCE:- CITO for-thr.ee (3) .years 
CL,ir..£- T CY P.E€0M‘'?n3ED ■ 'A 

coins sio! •: -'-ro' • - ‘ r* 


: primary school, 
’6 years; Light commercial 
school, 3„y4af^ -*• - 

JOCAi'I'JL: **Parmer ' • * * 


* • - ih* ■ ■* 






IBtt 


i;-' 1936 


'im 


MILITARY CAREER; 

- 2nd' cl, pvt.; ep 1, 
ist cl, pvt.; Mar 1, 

-sup. Pvt,; Mar 1, 1938 
Cpl, ; ep 1, 133ES,,. Sgt. ; 
Dec"! , 4.339 ,A.Tst S-gt . ; 

AUg 1,J1944, Warrant Officer 



2, Synopsis of Charge, Pleas, Findings, Legal Sufficiency 
and Sentence: 

• Legally 

Charge and Specifications: Pleas Findings Sustained 
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Charge: Accused at the times 
and places set forth in the 
specifications, and during 
a time of war between the 
Jnited states and its .Allies 
and Japan, did violate ,the 
Laws and Custems of Vfar * 


sp 1: (as amended, R. 3) At >»|'G ' FO - 

divers times between 1 August 
1343 and 1 October 1943 at Ka¬ 
wasaki PW| Camp, Osama .trea, 

Honshu, Japan, accused did will- 
. fully and unlawfully beat, mis-! 

.treat and otherwise abuse and 
torture Pvt. Willy lf.- ; L. Wil- 
c-terPhn, ama j’ i 31apk Cam'’, a 
1 Dutch FW, 

(p i, u£AMjTO, Case ,/248) 







Lp 2: In about August 1943. FG G, except the words "into ir es 

at Aawasaki Bl Camp accused unconsciousness and other- 

did willfully and unlawfully wise abusing him." ox the 

mistreat d-ignalman Btuoe excented words, Fot Guilt - ' 1 ', 

shiriff, an Australian |W 3 
by beating him into uncon¬ 
sciousness and otherwise 
■abusing him. 

dp 3:.- In about September FG FG 

U43 at Kawasaki’ PW Camp, 
accused did willfully and - • 

unlawfully mistreat Lt ; . lien- ■ 
net'll C,. !fumble, Capt. John < 

Pauerson, Lt.« .-J.ohn Bh D. Lush, 

Warrant Officer Jaraes Gat ley, 

Australian PvJ and' - .Hendrik-.' •' 

Jan Penning, , - a - Dutch- PV&'. - by 
beating them with a belt and - 
otherwise abusing them. 

dp 4: On about-September 29., KG G, except the words 
xP43 at Kawasaki Pit Camp, accused "thereby breaking his 


,did willfully, and unlawfully 
mistreat Warrant Officer Des- 
Ppohd n| Ilulcahy, an-Austra¬ 
lian PW, by beaming 'him, 
thereby breaking 1 his jaw and - - 
.otherwise abusing him. ' ■ *. 

- i- 

- * - ■ ■ 
dp. 5 : Between about. ,1 -Augpst 

1 -Qdtobgr 1945,. at °’*** 
Aawasaki JSt*Camp, ’accused did~ 
’willfully and unlawfully mls^*^ 
treat Pvt, William Feliowsy ’a 
-British. PV., by beating. 
thereby breaking Jiis nose, by’ 
confining him for three days 
and by otherwis\ abusing, him. . 

dp ■">; in about April 1943, at 
^Kawasaki-. PV Camp, accused did- 
willfully and,.unlawfully mis¬ 
treat Warrant Officer Jack Duff 
Cox, a British PW, by beating 
him, by confining him for 
three days and otherwise abus¬ 
ing him* 

dp 7: In about April 1943, at 
xiawasaki PW Camp, accused did 
willfully and unlawfully mis¬ 
treat Pvt. Jack Hill' an Aus¬ 
tralian PW, by beating, him with 
his fists and belt and’ other¬ 
wise'abusing him. 

dp 8 : Between about 1 August 
IMS and 1 October 1945, at 
AaWasaki PW Gamp, accused did 
willfully and unlawfully mis¬ 
treat tgt. Joseph Furness, a 
British PW, by beating him 
with his fists, by kicking 
aim and otherwise abusing him. 


jaw and ‘otherwise .abus¬ 
ing h-im." ■ Of gthe - ..ex¬ 
cepted .words,'-'Fot A • - 
Guilty, Vr- ■' - 'r- 




(is , 1 , A'Hu:0TO., Case '248) 


y£(r(. 


I 
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yi> 9 : Between about 1 August. 
1948 and 1 October 1943, at 
Aawasaki Bid Camp, accused did' 
willfully and unlawfully beat, • 
mistreat and otherwise abuse 
Pvt. Jade Hill, an Australian 

tp' 10.: ' /At divers tines between 
10 Larch 1943 and 1 October 
1943 , -at.Ahiwasaki: PY; - Camp, ac¬ 
cused. did willfully.and unlaw¬ 
fully beat, mistreat and other¬ 
wise abuse numerous Allied PVA 


ttjTu cL 

NO Nolle Pros't 



i (R. 3, 93) 


m 


T T 0 


3. " Lummary of the Evidence : 

j 

a. For the Prosecution:: • ’ • 

As to specification 1 : Not Guilty (E. 93). 

As to Lpecification 2 : . The accused was identified by 
Ainara, a-witness appearing before the Commission (R. 47) ,who tes¬ 
tified that he' was acquainted with ?W thihiff-, that her-had-been .. 
informed..as - 'to the punishment the PV7 had .received jRv 53) W £hi- 
riff -in his statement : described . the. heat lags* given- hill - by' the a c »»; 

cased'and stated:-ohat'.they lasted about fifteen minutes _Q5x. 'Z,' 2T, - 
*:b, ..A.- -53-) ' i 

; -A V As to Spepi-floatioQ^ : * “(B* •.• 9.^jri Ay y v - 

- ‘ c t ... - - . -' * ~ 

.r -A-v. ‘* us to sj?eoifio atic Th^4:- On or about ?9"- £ eptembea*..'-W43^_ 
.jtJbSe-^cQused beat PYf !lSTea^y :: wi-Bl his rists-. Accused' smashed t*fe ' In 
PVv’ , s/daw in two places a.nd refused" him Kiedical^,treatment. Vlthecss -• 

A lAhafa testified 'that he assisted in taking W i'tilcahy to the- fac- 
^Atory -medical room where the Japanese doctor 'applied somejiniment .' 

Aihe P\V ! s face was swollen and 'disc&Loived (P. 50; Px .* 3,. 4-, 5.7 6> 7, 

12, 13. 14 f~ • 1 j , iA,: ■17', 18-, 19, 25 ).. . ~ A - * 

9 

- As to LpecifIcation 5 : Not Guilt;' - (R.j 03)1 

as to Lpecif ication 6 : J'ot Guilty (P. 93). 

..is to Lpecif ication 7 : Not G-Uilty (P. 93), 

as to specification 8 : Hot Guilty (P,. S3). 

as to Lpecif ication 9 : Rolle Prosequi (E. 3, 33)* 

As to Specification 10: Fot Guilty (p.,93). 


* - 

. ■ 

A 


b. For the Defense : 

' ;The . accused.,-. having been duly and properly advised as 
to his rights as'a.witness by defense counsel and the Commission, 
elected to testify in his own .behalf.(R. 67). Accused stated that 
he was absent from the camp when ?Yv £ air iff was punished. He only 
heard about it on his return to car.ip, and was not involved. He _ 
did not beat i?V." thiriff as' alleged "(R. 71, 72). Accused testified 
that he requested the PY' to write their impressions of the camp, 
and that PW liulca'hy had written statements against the camp which 
were not good. Accused became angry over this and slapped the PVR 

.(p 3, EaICJPOTO, Case r ! 248) 

/A-AlV'/A 
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only once vary lightly 


4. Errors and Irregularities 


a. Triers :are no errors or irregularities which injuriously 
afiect any substantial.rights of the accused. The trial was held 
without partiality, and adequate opportunity was given the accused 
to present any natters in his defense that he might desire, 
accused was ably represented by counsel, and the accused fully co¬ 
operated in his defense. There is.no evidence that the accused was 
,nsane^or otherwise incompetent at the time of the trial or at the 
time of trie, alleged offenses. Insanity was not an issue. 

b. , There has been no question'raised in the record that 
was not decided by the Commission upon the hearing of the evidence 
presented, Twp-thirds of the. members of the Commission present at 
the time the findings were arrived at and the sentence irvoosed, 
concurred in the result. 


d. Hearsay and opinion evidence wefte‘objected to in 
several instances throughout the trial,- All these objections were 
properly overruled since such evidence raa j be admitted under -para¬ 
graph 5 ( d) (1), ■ LCAP Regulations Governing Trials of Accused War 
Criminals, 5 December 1045, provided only that it be, relevant and 
ox some -probative value. The regulations cited are legal and 

"k°- established practice in trials by.Military Coramis- 
^ A Application of Tama shit a 66 .Ct. 340; and Ex Parte f'uirin 
5^7 'Jv.d-, 1, 63 6. Ct. 2: Eairman, The Lav; of Martial p"ule 
276, 277 ; Case Docket Fos. 55 (Murakami et al) and 39 (Ilirata). 

, e. Tile objections in the record of trial made by the 

defense'- counsel to the introduction of various affidavits'' (p. 10) 
.ormer prisoners of war who were confined at the time in the 
camp, and ottier objections made by defense counsel throughout 
the trial, have been carefully considered. In view of the fore¬ 
going citation and the established rules of orocedure and prac¬ 
tice adopted and provided by LCA? regulations for trials before 
Military. Commissions, However, the alleged errors cannot be 
considered prejudicial to the substantial rights of the accused. 
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£»tato of war existed between the United ftatss',- and its Allies, 
and Japan and the Commission's authority to receive in evidence 
hearsay, affidavits and statements have heretofore been passed upon 
in numerous reviews. It has been held that under CCA’ 3 rules and' 
regulations the Commissions were appointed, under leval and nroper 
authority, and that hearsay, affidavits and statements were legallv 
and properly.admitted. It therefore follows that such objections 
are without merit, and the Commission properly overruled defense 
objections (Case Docket 68, U. L. vs. larikawa: January 1948; 

Case Do. do, Murakami et al; I!o. 39, Firata), 


Opinion 


a, The record is legally sufficient to sustain the findings 
of the Commission and the'sentence Imposed (R* 93), 

b. The charge arid specifications of which accused was 

found guilty allege violations of the Laws and Customs of War 
committed on the dates alleged by the accused who was an enemy 
national, against .members of the. Australian Armed Forces, at I time 
when a state of war existed between the United States and its 
Allies, and Japan, and were fully supported by the evidence, 
accordingly| the Commission which was appointed to hear the case 
had jurisdiction of the accused and the.subject matter under £CA? 
regulations, aC OOO.b (d Dec 45)LL, subject': Regulations Governing • 
the Trials of Accused War Criminals, and amendments tiier’eto, 'as* -a 
established by-the • Supreme Commander. for.’tjreffiilllia'd Rowers,,' Th.e- " .- 
Commission was. constituted by' proper'-authority and- had ^jurisdiction ' 
‘of bath the accused r ahd tho offenses.,- b .. par.""4f-above. ) ,'r 

...^ • -o. /fhero' x-s .satffdciepj ..ayMeflce iff thef reejprd of' 'trial* v, 

includinghthe- affidavit's- pro.iei’ly received- An "'evidence by the . * 
Commission, which..cjnpltffciveiy**&Ctpp<jEfc.s the findings of gdllljy and 
_eTtablishes the guilt of .the accused herein for the" offense^*alleged. 
The trial was fair and-., jus*. The sentence of-the Commission*- i a 
considered legal and nc% exc'essive for the crimes for which ho was 



. The--'Commission.,' as. a- trier ofllie facts*, was in a 1* 
judge the sufficiency of the evidence before it as to 
i accused committed the act's with which he was charged, , 
.dings': based upon the testimony of the eighteen (18) 
of prisoners of war who were-at the time confined and 
knew the existing conditions, together with portions of 
.dance, should not be disturbed on review, 


6 . Reoommendation s 


a. There were no letters for clemency filed 
commendations, for clemency from the.Commission, 


b. The record contains a letter from the Chief of the 
War Crimes Defense Division dated 16 February 1943, stating that 
no motion asking for disapproval or modification of the findings 
or sentence would be filed on behalf of accused. The letter re, 
quests consideration of the time accused has been confined waiting 
trial, and that credut be given accused on his sentence. 


c. It is recommended that the sentence be approved. In 
compliance with established polic 3 r , owing to the length of time the: 
accused has spent in confinement prior to date of sentence, it is 
recommended that nineteen (19) months of-the confinement at hard 
labor.,be- reiaitted,, sugamo ?rison : , Tokyo, Honshu, Japan' is the 
appropriate place of,confinement. 
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GEORGE H. TANXOR 
Reviewer 

-Tu&se Advocate Seotion 


I condiir 


ALLAN R. BROWNE : 

Lt Oolotiel ' iJAOD 
Army -JudgeAdyort a'te 



